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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and of pursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


My Tribute to the Defenders of 
the Alamo 

By Chuck Baldwin 

March 6, marks the 
anniversary of the fall of the Alamo 
outside of San Antonio, Texas, back in 
1836. For more than 13 days, 186 brave 
and determined patriots withstood Santa 
Anna’s seasoned army of over 4,000 
troops. To a man, the defenders of that 
mission fort knew they would never 
leave those ramparts alive. They had 
several opportunities to leave and live. 
Yet, they chose to fight and die. How 
foolish they must look to this generation 
of spoiled Americans. 

It is difficult to recall that 
stouthearted men such as Davy 
Crockett (a nationally-known 

frontiersman and former congressman), 
Will Travis (only 26 years old with a little 
baby at home), and Jim Bowie (a 
wealthy landowner with properties on 
both sides of the Rio Grande) really 
existed. These were real men with real 
dreams and real desires. Real blood 
flowed through their veins. They loved 
their families and enjoyed life as much 
as any of us do. However, there was 
something different about them. They 
possessed a commitment to liberty that 
transcended personal safety and 
comfort. 

Liberty is an easy word to say, 
but it is a hard word to live up to. 
Freedom involves much more than 
financial gain or personal pleasure. 
Accompanying Freedom is her constant 
and unattractive companion, 
Responsibility. Neither is she an only 
child. Courage and Honesty are her 
sisters. They are inseparable: destroy 
one and all will die. 

Travis wrote these words to the 
people of Texas: “Fellow Citizens & 
Compatriots: I am besieged by a 
thousand or more of the Mexicans... The 


enemy has demanded a surrender at 
discretion, otherwise the garrison are to 
be put to the sword... I have answered 
the demand with a cannon shot & our 
flag still waves proudly from the walls. I 
shall never surrender or retreat... 
VICTORY OR DEATH! P.S. The Lord is 
on our side...” 

Remember that Travis and the 
others did not have the National 
Education Association (NEA) telling 
them how intolerant and narrow-minded 
their notions of honor and patriotism 
were. They didn’t have the Southern 
Poverty Law Center (SPLC) telling them 
they were a hate group. A hostile media 
did not constantly castigate them as a 
bunch of wild-eyed extremists. As 
schoolchildren, they were not taught that 
their forefathers were nothing more than 
racist jerks. The TSA didn’t have them 
on a terrorist watch list. Neither did they 
have 501 c3 pastors constantly filling 
their hearts and minds with this imbecilic 
“Obey-the-government-no-matter-what” 
misinterpretation of Romans chapter 13. 

The brave men at the Alamo 
labored under the belief that America 
(and Texas) really was “the land of the 
free and the home of the brave.” They 
believed in God and that their cause 
was just. They also believed that the 
freedom of future generations depended 
on their courage and resolve. They 
further believed their posterity would 
remember their sacrifice as an act of 
love and devotion. It all looks pale now. 

By today’s standards, the 
gallant men of the Alamo appear rather 
foolish. After all, they had no chance of 
winning-none. Yet, the call for 
pragmatism and compromise was never 
sounded. Instead, they answered the 
clarion call, “Victory or death!” Please try 
to remember the heroes of the Alamo as 
you watch our spineless political, 
corporate, and religious leaders 


surrender to globalism, corporatism, 
socialism, and political correctness. Try 
to remember the heroes of the Alamo as 
you watch the Republicans and 
Democrats in Washington, D.C., create 
a more draconian Police State than 
Santa Anna would have ever dared to 
create. Try to recall the time in this 
country when ordinary men and women 
had the courage of their convictions and 
were willing to sacrifice their lives for 
freedom and independence HERE AT 
HOME. 

One thing is certain: those 
courageous champions at the Alamo did 
not fight and die for a political party or 
for some lesser of two evils mantra. 
They fought and died for a principle— 
and that principle was liberty and 
independence. 

Back in 1836, those 186 
defenders of the Alamo joined the ranks 
of the world’s greatest freedom fighters. 
Patriots such as the 70+ Christian men 
from the Church of Lexington who stood 
against 800 British troops on April 19, 
1775, at Lexington Green and the 
hundreds more who joined them at the 
Concord Bridge; men such as the great 
Scottish freedom fighter, William 
Wallace, and his band of 2,000 men 
who stood against an English force of 
over 13,000 men at the Battle of Stirling 
Bridge on September 11, 1297, and 
again on July 22, 1298, when Wallace 
and 5,000 Scots went up against an 
English force of over 15,000 men at the 
Battle of Falkirk; and let’s not forget the 
single greatest example of men who 
chose to fight for liberty against the 
greatest of odds: the 300 Spartans who 
squared off against more than 100,000 
Persians at the Battle of Thermopylae in 
August or September of 480 B.C. These 
stories-and hundreds like them-are the 
heritage of free men everywhere. And 
the willingness to stand against 













bad advice, bad luck — have not come 
to grips with his dark impulses and 
deep-seated rage. 

-- newyorkpost.com/2015/03/22 

Gerrymandering Mishap 
Leaves Nation Without Any 
Borders Whatsoever 
U.S. In Chaos after All District, State, 
National Boundaries Erased 
Overnight 

WASHINGTON—Urging calm after 
citizens awoke to find the country’s 
political boundaries had disappeared 
completely, authorities announced 
Thursday that a devastating 
gerrymandering blunder had left the 
United States devoid of any district, 
state, or national borders whatsoever. 
“Though our investigation is still 
ongoing, it appears the North Carolina 
General Assembly may have 
inadvertently wiped out all local and 
federal boundaries while redrawing the 
state’s already heavily manipulated 
fourth congressional district late last 
night,” said White House press 
secretary Josh Earnest, addressing the 
millions of panicked Americans now 
living in flux and untethered to any 
known county, city ward, rural 
township, or municipal water district. 
“As of now, we have no way of 
indicating where one location ends and 
another begins, let alone the ability to 
separate ourselves from Canada and 
Mexico. Though we are working to 
redraw our borders as soon as 
possible, it is vital that no one in the 
United States or its territories travel 
outside their home until further notice.” 
Earnest went on to acknowledge that 
despite the ensuing chaos, the massive 
upheaval of district lines will likely 
prove advantageous to incumbent 
electoral candidates. 

— www.theonion.com March 25, 2015 

FBI: Man Plotted Suicide 
Bomb Attack at Kansas 
Military Base 

KANSAS CITY, Kan. (AP) - A 20-year- 
old man has been charged with 
planning a suicide bomb attack against 
Fort Riley, Kansas, in an alleged plot to 
support the Islamic State group, federal 
prosecutors said Friday. 

John T. Booker, of Topeka, 
was arrested Friday morning while 
trying to arm what he thought what a 
1,000-pound bomb inside a van near 
the army base, according to court 
documents. Court documents don't 
indicate whether he has an attorney, 
and he didn't have a publicly listed 
phone number. 


Prosecutors allege that he 
first met with an undercover FBI agent 
in October and expressed desire to 
engage in violent jihad on behalf of the 
terrorist group. The two met several 
times over the next several months, 
with Booker discussing ideas for killing 
Americans, according to the criminal 
complaint, which states that Booker 
told the informant that the act was 
permitted by because the Guran "says 
to kill your enemies wherever they are." 

The FBI said there was no 
breach at Fort Riley, which is about 100 
miles west of Kansas City. 

— Associated Press, April 10, 2015 
Ed.: We just finished 
reading the Gur’an, which does indeed 
proclaim, “Kill the idolaters wherever 
you find them.” (Surah 9:5) The would- 
be Ft. Riley bomber, and the Islamic 
State killers, is simply obeying the 
teachings of the Prophet Muhammad 
as found in the Holy Our’an. 

Judith Miller’s Blame-Shifting 
Memoir 

By VIPS, Consortium News 

U.S. intelligence veterans 
recall how New York Times reporter 
Judith Miller disgraced herself and her 
profession by helping to mislead 
Americans into the disastrous war in 
Iraq. They challenge the slick, self- 
aggrandizing rewrite of history in her 
new memoir, The Story: A Reporter’s 
Journey, to be published today. 

In reviewing Miller’s book, 
her “mainstream media” friends are not 
likely to mention the stunning 
conclusion reached recently by the 
Nobel Prize-winning International 
Physicians for the Prevention of 
Nuclear War and other respected 
groups that the Iraq War, for which she 
was lead drum majorette, killed one 
million people. 

In all candor, we are tired of 
exposing the lies spread by Judith 
Miller and had thought we were 
finished. We have not seen her new 
book, but we cannot in good 
conscience leave her without comment 
from those of us who have closely 
followed U.S. policy and actions in Iraq. 

Since one of us, former UN 
inspector Scott Ritter, has historical 
experience and technical expertise that 
just won’t quit, we asked him to draft a 
few paragraphs keyed to Miller’s latest 
tale. He shared the following critique: 

"Judith Miller did not take 
America to war in Iraq. Even a 
journalist with an ego the size of Ms. 
Miller’s cannot presume to usurp the 
war powers of the President of the 
United States, or even the now- 


dormant Constitutional prerogatives of 
Congress. What she is guilty of, 
however, is being a bad journalist. 

“She can try to hide this fact 
by wrapping herself in a collective 
Pulitzer Prize, or citing past 
achievements like authoring best¬ 
selling books. But this is like former 
Secretary of State Colin Powell trying 
to remind people about his past as the 
National Security Advisor for President 
Reagan or Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff under Presidents George H. W. 
Bush and Bill Clinton. 

“At the end of the day Mr. 
Powell will be judged not on his 
previous achievements, but rather on 
his biggest failure - his appearance 
before the U.N. Security Council touting 
an illusory Iraqi weapons-of-mass- 
destruction threat as being worthy of 
war. In this same vein, Judith Miller will 
be judged for authoring stories for the 
‘newspaper of record’ that were 
questionably sourced and very often 
misleading. One needs only to examine 
Ms. Miller’s role while embedded in 
U.S. Army Mobile Exploitation Team 
Alpha, hunting for weapons of mass 
destruction during the 2003 invasion, 
for this point to be illustrated. 

“Miller played a pivotal role 
in building the public case for the attack 
on Iraq based upon shoddy reporting 
that even her editor at the New York 
Times has since discredited - including 
over reliance on a single-source of 
easy virtue and questionable credibility 
- Ahmed Chalabi of the Iraqi National 
Congress. The fact that she chose to 
keep this ‘source’ anonymous 
underscores the journalistic 
malfeasance. 

“Chalabi had been 
discredited by the State Department 
and CIA as a reliable source of 
information on Iraq long before Judith 
Miller started using him to underpin her 
front-page ‘scoops’ for the New York 
Times. She knew this, and yet chose to 
use him nonetheless, knowing that then 
Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld 
was fully as eager to don the swindlers’ 
magic suit of clothes, as was the king in 
Hans Christian Anderson’s fairy tale. In 
Ms. Miller’s tale, the fairy-tale clothes 
came with a WMD label and no 
washing instructions. 

“Ms. Miller’s self-described 
‘newsworthy claims’ of pre-war 
weapons of mass destruction stories 
often were - as we now know (and 
many of us knew at the time) - 
handouts from the hawks in the Bush 
administration and fundamentally 
wrong. 

“Like her early reporting on 
Iraq, Ms. Miller’s re-working of history 




to disguise her 

malfeasance/misfeasance as a reporter 
does not bear close scrutiny. Her errors 
of integrity are hers and hers alone, 
and will forever mar her reputation as a 
journalist, no matter how hard she tries 
to spin the facts and revise a history 
that is highly inconvenient to her. Of 
course, worst of all, her flaws were 
consequential - almost 4,500 U.S. 
troops and 1,000,000 Iraqis dead.” 

- Signed 10 April 2015 by the 18- 
member Steering Committee of 
Veteran Intelligence Professionals for 
Sanity (VIPS) 

Washington Post Slants Story 
on CDC Gun Research 

By Timothy Wheeler, MD 

In today’s Washington Post, 
reporter Todd Frankel continues a long 
tradition of media cheerleading for gun 
control passed off as straight reporting. 
His story fits the major media template 
for reporting any story on federally 
funded gun research — valiant public 
health researchers seek a cure for “gun 
violence” but retrograde gun lobby 
shills in Congress cruelly and 
inexplicably cut off research funding for 
the poor doctors, who only want to 
prevent more “gun violence” deaths. 
Uninformed readers understandably 
choose sides against the gun lobby in 
favor of the heroic public health 
researchers. Which is, of course, what 
the Washington Post wants you to do. 

Frankel quotes six 
researchers and politicians on the anti¬ 
gun side but only one doctor—yours 
truly—on the pro-gun rights side. I told 
him I was intimately involved in the 
events around Congress’s defunding of 
the CDC’s gun research back in 1996. 
And after our interview I sent him links 
to my thoroughly documented three- 
part series “Public Health Gun Control: 
A Brief History”. Here are some of the 
specific events I told Frankel about, 
which he ultimately ignored, that 
prompted Congress to take away the 
CDC’s gun research funding: 

What the Washington Post 
Reporter Didn’t Tell You: 

1) In 1995 the CDC funded a 
newsletter put out by the Trauma 
Foundation, a San Francisco gun 
control lobby. The newsletter called for 
readers to “organize a picket at gun 
manufacturing sites” and to “work for 
campaign finance reform to weaken the 
gun lobby’s political clout.” This was a 
blatant abuse of taxpayer money. 

2) In 1989 top CDC official Dr. P. W. 
O’Carroll said, on record, “We’re going 
to systematically build a case that 
owning firearms causes deaths. We’re 


doing the most we can do, given the 
political realities.” Scientific research 
should be dedicated to learning the 
truth, not pushing a political agenda. 

3) In a Winter 1993 publication, Public 
Health Policy for Preventing Violence, 
CDC officials recommend two 
strategies for preventing firearm 
injuries: allowing only police, guards, 
and the military to have guns, or the 
outright prohibition of gun ownership. 

4) In a 1994 Washington Post article, 
slanted in much the same way today’s 
article is, CDC official Dr. Mark 
Rosenberg was quoted as wanting his 
agency to create a public perception of 
firearms as “dirty, deadly—and 
banned.” 

These are all significant 
historical events that influenced 
Congress in the mid-1990s. They go a 
long way in explaining why Congress 
cut off the CDC’s gun research funding. 
It is unfortunate that the Washington 
Post editors and reporters prefer you 
didn’t know about them. After all, they 
have an obligation not to suppress 
facts that they consider embarrassing 
or that weigh against their own avowed 
dedication to ever more gun control. 
But now you know the whole story, 
including the parts that the Washington 
Post doesn’t want you to know. 

- www.drgo.us/?p=549 Jan. 15, 2015 

Bloomberg Gun Control 
Group Sponsors ‘Journalism’ 
Course on Gun Violence 

By AWR Hawkins 

On April 17 and 18 
Bloomberg-funded Every Town for Gun 
Safety will help fund a two-day 
workshop to “enhance the practical 
ability of journalists to report on guns 
and gun violence knowledgeably, 
ethically and effectively.” 

Neither the NRA or Gun 
Owners of America will be there to help 
instruct “journalists,” but there will be 
“national public health and policy 
experts; researchers and clinicians; 
award-winning journalists, and 
prevention advocates and survivors.” 

The crash-course on “gun 
violence” is being held under the 
auspices of Columbia Journalism 
School’s Dart Center for Journalism 
and Trauma (Dart).According to Dart, 
“the workshop will cover such topics as 
state and federal gun laws; patterns of 
gun sales and gun trafficking; national 
trends and polling; education and 
prevention initiatives; social, economic, 
and public health impacts; and special 
populations (e.g., children and youth, 
women and returning veterans).” 


One of Dart’s goals is to 
“provide practical tools to enable 
journalists to successfully produce 
meaningful stories on guns and gun 
violence.” 

It’s a safe bet Dart will not 
be covering the “2,082” instances of 
defensive gun uses that occur in the 
United States each day. That’s 2,082 
times a gun is used to defend life and 
property every day in this country. It 
seems journalists are largely failing to 
report on that. 

- www.breitbart.com 13 Jan. 2015 

Ed.: actually, as the two 
previous articles show, journalists are 
already adept at misreporting; they 
don’t need Bloomberg’s help. 

Justice Dept.: No Contempt 
Charges for Former IRS 
Official 

WASHINGTON — The Justice 
Department won't seek criminal 
contempt charges against Lois Lerner, 
the former IRS official at the center of a 
controversy over how the agency 
treated conservative political groups. 
Ronald Machen, the outgoing U.S. 
Attorney for the District of Columbia, 
announced the decision in a March 31 
letter to House Speaker John Boehner. 

The GOP-controlled House 
had referred the case to federal 
prosecutors after lawmakers voted last 
year to hold Lerner in contempt of 
Congress for her refusal to testify 
before a pair of committee hearings. 

Lerner directed the IRS 
division that processes applications for 
tax-exempt status. She set off a 
political firestorm in 2013 when she 
disclosed that agents had improperly 
singled out applications from tea party 
and other conservative groups for 
extra, sometimes burdensome scrutiny. 

An inspector general's 
report blamed poor management at the 
agency. 

Lerner invoked her Fifth 
Amendment right not to answer 
questions at a hearing before the 
House Oversight Committee. But 
House Republicans claim she waived 
her constitutional right by delivering an 
opening statement in which she 
declared her innocence. 

Machen said a team of 
"experienced career prosecutors" 
determined that Lerner did not waive 
her Fifth Amendment rights by making 
"general claims of innocence." 
Machen, said prosecutors concluded 
that it would not be appropriate to send 
contempt charges to a grand jury 
because the Constitution protects her. 




Lerner's attorney, William 
Taylor, said "It is unfortunate that the 
majority party in the House put politics 
before a citizen's constitutional rights." 

Rep. Jim Jordan, R-Ohio, a 
leading member of the House 
Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee, said by failing to pursue 
charges against her, Machen "used his 
power as a political weapon to 
undermine the rule of law." 

Lerner was placed on paid 
leave the day after she proclaimed her 
innocence at the committee hearing. 
She retired from the IRS four months 
later. -AP April 1,2015 

insurance Coverage & Guns 

[A Virginian] looking to 
purchase a homeowners policy called 
several different companies. But 
AMICA insurance was the only one that 
started asking questions about gun 
ownership. He scratched their name 
off his list. 

Some insurance companies 
might ask such a question to determine 
if you need extra insurance to cover a 
large gun collection - some companies 
only insure up to $2,000 to $3,000 
worth of firearms. 

I called AMICA to see what 
questions they were asking and why. 
Turns out the extra insurance for a 
large gun collection was one reason, 
but not the main reason. In fact, the 
lady I spoke with said if it is a large 
collection, they suggest getting 
insurance through the NRA for better 
pricing. 

The real reason they ask 
about the applicant's gun collection is 
for liability reasons. They want to know 
if you keep your guns unloaded and 
locked up, the kind of guns, how they 
are locked up, and if you have a license 
for the guns. 

At that point I decided they 
would be more trouble than they are 
worth. 

-- Anonymous, VCDL Update 3/28/15 

Hello Kitty gun for 
Christmas? 

By Michael S. Rosenwald 

When Terri Gallagher’s 
husband told her to close her eyes on 
Christmas while he went to get her 
present, she did not expect he would 
return with an AR-15. 

He’d already bought her a 
Ruger 10/22 rifle for her 50th birthday 
— her very first gun. His friends had 
even joked, “I don’t understand — 
you’re arming your wife." 

But Gallagher’s shock 
quickly gave way to endearment: Her 


husband told her he built the 
semiautomatic rifle especially for her, 
with lighter materials to make it easier 
for her to fire. Her spirits were made 
bright. 

Gun experts link gun gifts 
with a transformation in some women’s 
views toward firearms. 

Twenty-three percent of 
American women owned guns in 2011, 
according to Gallup polling, up from 13 
percent in 2005. 

There are several 
explanations for this, including 
women’s desire for personal protection, 
and an industry appealing to women 
with bra and panty holsters, and 
colorful guns. 

“I find that once they get a - 
gun, the fever starts,” said Tina Wilson- 
Cohen, the founder of She Can Shoot, 
a Virginia-based organization that 
trains women to shoot. "They will 
literally get one for the range, one for 
walking the dog, one because it’s pink 
and purple. It starts. They love it.” 

That’s what happened to 
Laurie Loughry, a 24-year-old in 
Fredericksburg, Va. 

At her birthday party last 
year, her then-boyfriend-now-husband 
told her to come out to his car for her 
present. He wasn’t sure how her 
friends and family would react to a gun. 

Loughry was confused. “I’m 
like, wait, what does this mean?” she 
said. "Is it a ring?” 

It was not a ring. He handed 
her a brand-new gun — a blue .38 
Special. 

“Blue is my favorite color,” 
she said. “So seeing that it was blue 
was really cool.” 

Last year her husband 
bought her a 9mm Ruger, a slightly 
smaller match to his Walther 9mm — 
“like his and hers,” she said. They like 
shooting together, and she frequently 
wins. 

Loughry got lucky in his 
purchases for his wife — they suited 
her just fine. That is not always the 
case. Gun store owners and female 
firearm instructors say that men, being 
men, often buy their wives guns that 
are too powerful to fire or too large to 
hold comfortably and safely. 

That’s why Wilson-Cohen 
and gun store owners line up behind 
the safest of all gun gifts: the gift 
certificate. That lets the wife come in 
and try out a number of different guns 
first. (In its tips, the NSSF mentions gift 
certificates to head off any confusion 
over federal firearms laws.) 

There have been subtle 
[marketing-to-women] changes in the 
industry. 


Natalie Foster, the host of 
an online National Rifle Association 
“shooting lifestyle” show for women 
called “Love at First Shot,” said Smith & 
Wesson now includes several different- 
size back straps for some of its guns, 
making it easier for women to find 
comfortable grips. 

Other companies, including 
Sig Sauer, are offering “scaled down” 
versions of firearms aimed at military 
and law enforcement customers. 

Gun-control advocates say 
gun manufacturers are targeting 
women with fear. 

“They need to find new 
markets in order to survive,” said John 
Rosenthal, the founder of Stop 
Handgun Violence, a Boston-area 
organization. “They have oversaturated 
the male market.” 

Men “have all the guns they 
could ever want,” Rosenthal said. 

-- Washington Post, Dec. 23, 2014 

Ed.: you don’t know men, 

Rosenthal. 

Patriot Mythology 

By Larry Becraft 

One of the myths floating 
around the movement alleges that the 
“The U.S. gummit already ‘owns’ your 
car cause they seize the original bill of 
sale the “Certificate of Origin” from their 
‘licensed dealers’ before you even get 
your car. You can thank the liar lawyer 
club for creating all these subterfuges. 
Most - if not all - of your 
‘representatives’ have no clue. No 
wonder they can now ‘regulate’ you all 
they want - by law - it’s ‘their vehicle’ - 
which by the way as defined as “any 
conveyance used for hire.” What a 
huge fraud we the people of America 
live within.” 

Name withheld to protect the innocent 

This is nothing but patriot 
mythology. All countries that I know of 
impose taxes on imported goods. A 
certificate of origin's purpose is to show 
where a particular manufactured item 
was produced. All American car 
manufacturers export cars to other 
countries and consequently, pursuant 
to trade agreements and treaties, 
certificate of origins are required. But 
then again, with "off-shoring", American 
cars are produced in other countries, 
like Mexico, and may very well come 
back here. 

I just wish folks would do a 
little research on the Net to get relevant 
info before spouting some legal 
argument. A couple of sites that explain 
these certificates are here: 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Certificate_o 
f_origin 




http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Manufacture 

r%27s_Certificate_of_Origin. 

Email 4/4/2015 from Larry 
becraft@hiiway.net 

Unravelling more gun control 
lies 

By Jeff Knox 

“3,000 children are killed by 
guns every year!” 

It has been said that a half- 
truth is like a half brick - it goes farther. 
The number of people 19 or under who 
died from gunfire has hovered around 
2,700 annually for several years. The 
Brady Bunch and their media friends 
use the “3,000 children” to focus 
attention on accidental “gun deaths” of 
children in the home, but according to 
the CDC, there were 110 unintentional, 
firearm-related deaths among children 
and youth age 0 to 19 in 2012. While 
that is unacceptably high, it is a far cry 
from 3,000. The implication is 
intentional and it is untrue. In other 
words, it is a lie. 

The majority of children - 0 
to 15 - and youths - 15 to 19 - who die 
by gunfire are victims of homicide. 
Homicide accounts for about two-thirds 
of the total in both age groups. The 15- 
19 age group also has a statistically 
significant incidence of being victims of 
justified homicide, in which they were 
shot by police or citizens during the 
commission of a crime. 

The numbers do not reflect 
an epidemic or a growing problem. 
Accidents and crime involving firearms 
have been steadily declining for 
decades, while guns and gun 
ownership have been rising 
dramatically. 

“Gun deaths exceed traffic 

deaths!” 

This factoid, too, 
misrepresents the truth. 

The gun-control lobby 
present the numbers as though “gun 
deaths” were on the rise and 
surpassing automobile deaths, which is 
simply not the case. Once again, it is 
an intentional implication of something 
that is false - a lie. 

Accidental firearm deaths 
and firearm-related homicides have 
both gone down at faster rates than 


auto fatalities. The one area where 
firearm-related deaths have not 
declined is suicide. Unfortunately, our 
nation’s suicide rate has held relatively 
steady for decades. According to the 
World Health Organization, the U.S. 
has the 30th-highest suicide rate in the 
world, well behind Japan, Russia and 
France, which all have stringent firearm 
restrictions. Firearms are used in just 
about half of all completed suicides in 
the country. While the complete 
eradication of legal firearms would 
undoubtedly reduce our “firearms 
suicide” rate, it would probably have 
little impact on the number of people 
who actually kill themselves, as proven 
by the higher suicide rates in gun- 
restricted countries. 

Our stubborn suicide rate 
has resulted in traffic deaths falling 
faster than overall “gun deaths.” So, 
like all good liars, the gun-control lobby 
is using a grain of truth to paint a 
picture that is a lie 

-www.wnd.com Dec. 18, 2014 

Gun deaths surpass motor 
vehicle deaths in 17 states 

NASHVILLE, Tenn. (WSLS 10) - With 
the National Rifle Association annual 
meeting opening in Nashville on Friday, 
a new analysis by the Violence Policy 
Center (VPC) finds that gun deaths 
surpassed motor vehicle deaths in 17 
states, and the District of Columbia. 

The VPC analysis refers to 
2013, the most recent year for which 
comprehensive state-level data is 
available. Data is from the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention's 
National Center for Injury Prevention 
and Control. 

The analysis found that in 
2013, there were 17 states where there 
were more gun deaths than motor 
vehicle deaths: Alaska, Arizona, 
Colorado, Indiana, Louisiana, 
Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, Nevada, 
Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, 
Tennessee, Utah, Virginia, 
Washington, and Wyoming, along with 
the District of Columbia. 

Nationwide, there were 
33,636 gun deaths and 35,612 motor 
vehicle deaths in 2013. 

The VPC analysis also 


shows motor vehicle deaths are on a 
long-term decline nationwide. Guns, 
according to the analysis, are the only 
consumer product the federal 
government does not regulate for 
health and safety. 

This is the fourth year the 
VPC has issued its annual report 
comparing gun deaths to motor vehicle 
deaths by state. Gun deaths include 
gun suicides, homicides, and fatal 
unintentional shootings; motor vehicle 
deaths include both occupants and 
pedestrians. 

— www.wsls.com April 7, 2015 

Appeals court finds gun ban 
for committed man 
unconstitutional 

A federal appeals court in 
Cincinnati has deemed unconstitutional 
a federal law that kept a man who was 
briefly committed to a mental institution 
from owning a gun. 

The Sixth U.S. Circuit Court 
of Appeals ruled unanimously that the 
federal ban on gun ownership for 
anyone who has been “committed to a 
mental institution” violated the Second 
Amendment rights of Clifford C. Tyler. 

“The government’s interest 
in keeping firearms out of the hands of 
the mentally ill is not sufficiently related 
to depriving the mentally healthy, who 
had a distant episode of commitment, 
of their constitutional rights,” wrote 
Judge Danny Boggs for the panel. 

Mr. Tyler had recently 
attempted to buy a gun but was denied 
because he had been committed by a 
court to a mental institution in 1986 
following emotional problems 
associated with a divorce. His 
commitment lasted less than a month. 

Federal law bans gun 
ownership for convicted felons, people 
under 18, illegal aliens, drug addicts, 
and those ordered by a court to a 
mental institution. 

However, federal law also 
says that people must have 
opportunities to prove that their 
disqualifying “disabilities” have ended. 

— blogs.wsj.com/law/2014/12/18/ 
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